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following the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act. Justice’s conclusions are supposed
to be the final word in the executive branch
about what is lawful or not, and the adminis-
tration has emphasized since the warrantless
wiretapping story broke that it was being
done under the department’s supervision.

Now, it emerges, they were willing to over-
ride Justice if need be. That Mr. Gonzales is
now in charge of the department he tried to
steamroll may be most disturbing of all.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

FORMER U.S. BORDER PATROL
AGENTS RAMOS AND COMPEAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, today is the 125th day since
two U.S. Border Patrol agents entered
Federal prison.

Agents Ramos and Compean were
convicted in Federal court for wound-
ing a Mexican drug smuggler who
brought 743 pounds of marijuana across
our border into Texas. These agents
should have been commended for their
actions, but instead the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office prosecuted the agents and
granted full immunity to the drug
smuggler. The extraordinary details
surrounding the prosecution of this
case assure that justice has not been
served.

In an interview this Friday, May 18,
2007, with Glenn Beck of CNN Headline
News, U.S. Attorney Johnny Sutton
again repeated a false claim about this
case, stating that the agent shot ‘“‘an
unarmed guy in the back.” That is his
quote.

Mr. Speaker, I do not know how any-
one, especially this Federal prosecutor,
would choose to accept the word of a
criminal over two law enforcement of-
ficers who have sworn to uphold the
Constitution and to protect the Amer-
ican people. Yet this prosecutor be-
lieved the word of a drug smuggler who
claimed he was unarmed. It is a sad
day in this Nation when a criminal has
more influence over a Federal pros-
ecutor than two law enforcement offi-
cers. I am going to repeat that, Mr.
Speaker. It is a sad day in this Nation
when a criminal has more influence
over a Federal prosecutor than two law
enforcement officers.

Both agents testified that the drug
smuggler turned and pointed an object
at them while he was running away,
and they fired in self-defense. An Army
doctor who removed the bullet frag-
ment from the drug smuggler con-
firmed that the bullet entered into his
lower left buttocks, passed through his
pelvic triangle, and lodged in his right
thigh, not in the back, as Mr. Sutton
has repeatedly claimed. At the trial,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the Army doctor testified that the drug
smuggler’s body was ‘‘bladed” away
from the bullet that struck him, con-
sistent with the motion of a left-hand-
ed person running away while pointing
backward, causing the body to twist.

Mr. Speaker, there is only one logical
object that the drug smuggler would
have pointed at the agents in this cir-
cumstance: a firearm.

In addition to this physical evidence,
an article published by the Inland Val-
ley Daily Bulletin on October 26, 2006,
quotes two of the drug smuggler’s fam-
ily members who said, and I quote, ‘‘He
has been smuggling drugs since he was
14 and would not move drugs unless he
had a gun on him.” That is his own
family that made a statement.

The facts have shown what countless
citizens and Members of Congress al-
ready know: That the U.S. Attorneys
office was on the wrong side of this
issue and this case.

I am pleased and grateful that Chair-
man CONYERS and Chairman LEAHY
have shown interest in holding hear-
ings to investigate the injustice com-
mitted against these two Border Patrol
agents. The conviction of these two
agents is a travesty that cries out for
oversight, and I hope that Members of
Congress on both sides of the aisle will
say thank you to Mr. CONYERS and also
to Chairman LEAHY because they are
willing to look for the truth and jus-
tice instead of injustice.

And I call on the President of the
United States to, please, Mr. President,
look at this case and pardon these two
border agents that were only trying to
protect the American people.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. WYNN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WYNN addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

THE WORLD BANK AND
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to address two issues involving inter-
national economics. The first is the

World Bank.
The entire world has been fixated on
whether  Mr. Wolfowitz arranged

$195,000 for his paramour, which shows
how little attention we pay to things
at the World Bank that really matter.
Because while we were focused on that,
no one focused in the media on the fact
that the World Bank is sending over
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$1.3 billion, roughly a quarter of it our
tax dollars, to the government of Iran.

Now we are told that this is for won-
derful projects in Iran having nothing
to do with the government. We here in
the House understand something about
politics. One of the ways you get re-
elected, one of the ways the Iranian
government holds on to power is to
bring home the bacon. I know it’s not
kosher, I know it is not halal, but
that’s what that government does, and
the World Bank helps them do it.

Now, we saw how did the United
States use its clout inside the World
Bank? Not to stop these loans to Iran
and not to stop their disbursements,
over $200 million being disbursed by
Mr. Wolfowitz himself, but for only two
goals. One was to try to prevent the
World Bank from being involved in
family planning; and the other was to
protect Mr. Wolfowitz’s career, not-
withstanding his errors of judgment.

Where is this administration when it
comes to prioritizing and representing
the national security interests of this
country? Iran is developing nuclear
weapons, and all we can do with our
clout in the World Bank is try to pro-
tect one individual of flawed judgment.

Second, I would like to address the
idea of granting Fast Track to this ad-
ministration. I am sure that when the
President seeks an extension of Fast
Track, he will offer those of us on the
Democratic side all kinds of wonderful
promises. But keep one thing in mind:
Any trade deal that requires on this
President for enforcement will be en-
forced only to the extent this President
wants it enforced.

Look at the Iran Sanctions Act. This
President refuses to acknowledge that
any facts exist that require him to
even decide what to do with regard to
investments in Iran.

I assure you that if we sign a deal
with the best possible labor standards
but Presidential enforcement and
something were to come to pass, per-
haps a coup in Peru and all of a sudden
every labor leader in the country is
shot in cold blood, this President will
not act to enforce those labor stand-
ards. He may express some concerns,
but any agreement involving our trade
which requires this President to ac-
knowledge facts occurring on the
ground is a nullity except to the extent
that the President chooses to. Because
we could have a circumstance where
there is no enforcement of corporate
interests without Presidential action,
and he will act; and we could have a
circumstance where there is no en-
forcement of labor standards without
Presidential action, and you can be
sure he will not.

So I look forward to changing the
policies of this administration. Let us
hope that at the World Bank we focus
on preventing loans to Iran, rather
than irrelevancies involving one par-
ticular paramour; and let us hope that
this House takes responsibility, its re-
sponsibilities under article I of the
Constitution to deal with international
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trade issues in regular order and not to
put American jobs on the Fast Track
abroad.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

HAITIAN FLAG DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. CLARKE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, it gives
me great pride and pleasure today to
rise to inform the House, on this Fri-
day, May 18, Haitians throughout the
diaspora celebrated Haitian Flag Day.

Since the creation of the Haitian flag
on May 18, 1803, the day has been ob-
served as Haitian Flag Day to Haitian
Americans throughout the diaspora.
This day has become a source of pride
synonymous with unity and a symbol
of freedom and individual liberty for
Haitian people.

Later this week, I will introduce leg-
islation to commemorate this historic
and celebrative event. The 18th of May,
Haitian Flag Day, is the most cele-
brated holiday in Haiti.

Just to put this day in context for
most Americans, there are some histor-
ical facts that I would like to share
with you.

When Napoleon Bonaparte envisioned
a great French empire in the New
World, he had hoped to use the Mis-
sissippi Valley as a food and trade cen-
ter to supply the island of Hispaniola.
First, he had to restore French control
of Hispaniola, where Haitian slaves
under Toussaint IL’Ouverture had
seized power. Napoleon soon realized
that Hispaniola must be abandoned.
Accordingly, in April of 1803, he offered
to sell Louisiana to the United States.

President Thomas Jefferson had al-
ready sent James Monroe and Robert
R. Livingston to Paris to negotiate the
purchase of a tract of land in the lower
Mississippi, or at least guarantee of
free navigation of the river. Surprised
and delighted by the French offer of
the whole territory, they immediately
negotiated the treaty.

At one stroke, the United States
would double in its size, an enormous
tract of land would be open to settle-
ment, and the free navigation of the
Mississippi would be assured.

Although the Constitution did not
specifically empower the Federal Gov-
ernment to acquire new territory by
treaty, Jefferson concluded that the
practical benefits to the Nation far
outweighed the possible violation of
the Constitution. The Senate con-
curred with this decision and voted
ratification October 20, 1803, this all
precipitated by the revolution of freed
slaves on the island of Haiti.
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The Spanish, who had never given up
a physical possession of Louisiana to
the French, did so in a ceremony at
New Orleans on November 30, 1803. And
in a second ceremony December 20,
1803, the French turned Louisiana over
to the United States.

I would like to also honor those
brave Haitians who fought for Amer-
ican independence at the siege of Sa-
vannah, Georgia, in 1779: The Chas-
seurs-Volontaires de Saint-Domingue,
a regiment of soldiers who formed one-
tenth of the allied army before Savan-
nah in the fall of 1779. This unit was
comprised of over 500 free men of color
from the island of Haiti and was the
largest unit of men of African descent
to fight in the American revolution.

The battle of Savannah, on October 9,
1779, reminds us that significant for-
eign resources of men, money and ma-
terial contributed to the eventual suc-
cess of the cause of American inde-
pendence.

The presence of the Chasseurs-
Volontaires de Saint Domingue was
made up of free men who volunteered
for this expedition is startling to most
people and surprising to most histo-
rians.

Men of African heritage were to be
found on most battlefields of the revo-
lution in large numbers. A subsequent
unit of Haitians was part of the French
and Spanish campaign against Pensa-
cola, where they faced some of the
same regiments of British troops that
their comrades faced in Savannah.

Haiti, much smaller in population
than the United States, was attacked
by armies as large as those sent
against America by Britain. The Hai-
tian victory over the legions of Napo-
leon was achieved with much less for-
eign assistance than the United States
enjoyed.

It is these types of historical events
put in the context of our Nation today
that we celebrate with the Haitian
Americans in diaspora, their accom-
plishments and achievements in the
growth and development of our Nation.

Many key figures in the Haitian War
of Independence gained military expe-
rience and political insights through
their participation in Savannah, most
notably Henri Christophe, a youth at
the time, but, in his adult years, a gen-
eral of Haitian armies and King of his
nation for 14 years.

There is little appreciation in the United
States for the events that led to the formation
of the Haitian nation. Influenced by both the
events of the American Revolution and the
rhetoric of the French Revolution, the people
of Haiti began a struggle for self-government
and liberty.

The first nation in the Western Hemisphere
to form a government led by people of African
descent, it was also the first nation to re-
nounce slavery.

The Haitian national flag is indisputably a
symbol of general pride whose origin is tightly
linked to a history of struggle for freedom.

As you all already know, the Haitian flag
was first presented in 1802 when Haiti was
fighting against the French for independence
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and it was realized that both armies fought
under the same flag.

After the modification of the flag in 1807, the
phrase “L’'UNION FAIT LA FORCE”, meaning
that through unity we find strength, was re-
adopted.

The Haitian constitution of 1987 describes
the new flag as: Two (2) equal-sized hori-
zontal bands: a blue one on top and a red one
underneath; The coat of arms of the Republic
shall be placed in the center on a white
square; The coat of arms of the Republic will
be a Palm tree surmounted by the liberty cap
and under the palms a trophy with the legend:
In Union there is Strength;

This weekend, | joined with hundreds of my
Haitian constituents as we celebrated Haitian
Flag Day together. For as long as | can re-
member, Haitians have gathered in my district
of Brooklyn, NY to recognize this historic day.

| ask my colleagues to please join me in
recognizing the world’s oldest black republic
and the second-oldest republic in the Western
Hemisphere celebrate the ideals of unity,
strength and freedom embedded in the Haitian
Flag by becoming a co-sponsor of the Haitian
Flag Day resolution.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HiLL). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———————

ARMENIA PARLIAMENTARY
ELECTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
congratulate the people of Armenia on
the May 12 Parliamentary elections.
This is the first positive assessment of
an election in the former Soviet Repub-
lic since it gained independence in 1991.
This encouraging outcome will most
certainly enhance and deepen U.S./Ar-
menia relations, while also elevating
Armenia’s reputation regionally and
internationally.

Over the past few months, U.S. ad-
ministration officials in Washington
and Yerevan have stressed the impor-
tance of these elections and explained
that substantial improvement must be
made. Based on public preliminary re-
ports, Armenia has fulfilled the test set
forth by the administration and re-
ceived a free and fair stamp of ap-
proval.

The International Election Observa-
tion Mission issued a statement which
read, in part, and I quote, ‘““The elec-
tion is assessed in line with OSCE and
Council of Europe commitments, other
international standards for democratic
elections and national legislation.”

I'm especially pleased that the U.S.
Embassy in Armenia joined the chorus
of praise with its own assessment
which reads, and again I quote, ‘“We
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